Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 550855

August 28, 2001
SEP 24 2301

Mr. Edwin Mahr, Jr.
7480 Wise Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63117

Dear Mr. Mahr, Jr.:

Over the next-several months the Secretary of Energy will carefully consider a large body of
scientific documents, as well as the views of the public, and decide whether or not to recommend
to the President that Yucca Mountain be developed to serve as our repository for spent nuclear
fuel and high level radioactive waste. As you probably know, on August 21, 2001, the
Department of Energy (Department) published a Federal Register notice {66 FR 43850) which
scheduled public hearings and announced a closing date of September 20, 2001 for public
comments on this possible recommendation by the Secretary. Your comments in response to this
notice would be very much appreciated.

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act, as amended (the Act), establishes the Federal responsibility for
the final disposition of spent nuclear fuel and high level radioactive waste in the United States.
This responsibility includes 50 years of defense legacy wastes that have resulted from the
development of nuclear weapons, spent fuel that has provided power for the United States Navy,
spent fuel from the Nation’s university research reactors, and spent fuel from the Nation’s

civilian reactors, which provide approximately Wmnestic electricity supply.

The Department has spent 20 years and over $6.7 billion studying various means to fulfill the
Federal responsibility. Since 1987, at the direction of the Act, the Department has been required
to focus exclusively on the Yucca Mountain site. The result of this effort is contained within the
Yucca Mountain Preliminary Site Suitability Evaluation (PSSE) and other scientific documents
produced by the Department. The PSSE and these other supporting technical documents are
available on the Intemet (http://ymp.gov), or may be requested by telephone (1-800-967-3477).

The Secretary's recommendation regarding the Yucca Mountain site is an important intermediate
step in the decades-long process for siting and developing a repository. If the Secretary
determines that the scientific evaluation of the site indicates the site is suitable for development
of a repository, he may then submit a recommendation for site development to the President. If
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the President accepts the Secretary’s positive recommendation, he would recommend the site as
qualified for application for a construction license from the Nuclear Reguiatory Commission
(NRC). The State of Nevada would then have the opportunity to submit a disapproval notice. If
it does so, Congress would have to pass a law approving the President's recommendation in order
for it to take effect. If the President's recommendation does take effect, the Department would.
then prepare and submit a construction license application to NRC.

It is important to note that, following a possible Presidential recommendation and prior to either
the construction of or use of a repository, numerous additional steps must be satisfied. These
steps include consideration of the Presidential recommendation by the State of Nevada and
possibly the United States Congress. In addition, construction of a facility and receipt of waste
requires the issuance of a construction license and a license to possess nuclear material,
respectively, by the NRC after a rigorous review process with public involvement.

In providing comments to the Department, there are a number of topics regarding which your
views and comments would be appreciated. An outline of these topics is enclosed for your use.
The Department also values any other comments you believe would be relevant to its
consideration. Your participation on this critical issue is important and helpful. Thank you for
your assistance.

Sincerely,
e H. Barrett, Acting Director
Office of Civilian Radioactive
Waste Management
Enclosure: :
Suggested Topics for Public Comment on

Yucca Mountain
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Suggested Topics for Public Comment on Yucca Mountain
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Suitability Evaluation (PSSE) and other scientific documents produced by the DepamnenF PEOPLE

provide an adequate basis for finding that the Yucca Mountain site is suitable for
deyelopment of a repository. If you believe that certain aspects of the PSSE are inadequate,
please detail the basis for this belief and indicate how the documentation might be made

- adequate with respect to these aspects. '

If the Secretary determines that the scientific analysis indicates that the Yucca Mountain site
is likely to meet the applicable radiation protection standards established by the
Environmentat Protection Agency and Nuclear Regulatory Commission. do You believe that
the Secretary should proceed to recommend the sits to the President at this time? i,
TES, BECAUSE A BACKLAG OF WAST® IS GROW NG,
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* Are there any reasons that you believe should prevent

President from concluding that the

Yucca Mountain site is qualified for the aration and submission of a construction license :
application to the Nuclear Regulatory %mmxssion? S8 PRESIDBNT ISUOTAOUALIFIED,
AVE U. S VOTE Bv DEL -PHYSICISTS TO ELELY 5a PHYSLCIT

If you believe that the Secretary should not proceed with a recommendation to develop .a-cgﬁ h""".., Ee
repository at Yucca Mountain, what mechanism should be utilized to meet the Department's '

legal obligation to begin accepting spent nuclear fuel and high level radioactive waste?

If you believe that the Secretary should not proceed with a recommendation to develop 2
repository at Yucea Mountain, what measures should the Nation consider for assurgng safe .
disposal of spent nucjear fuel and high level radioactive waste? TUERE 1S KO 'S AFE.
THERE 1% MO DISPOSAL, TUAT!'S WHy T VOTT ' YWES TO YULCA .
Please provide any other comments concerning any relevant aspect of the Yucca Mountain

+ site for use as a repository, or that are otherwise relevant to the consideration of a possible

recommendation by the Secretary. 50 “EARS 19 A LONG TIME TO LOOK,.

- : ;
LI ‘ELIMEM.LT'E,L.E.CAAL ORLIGATLON BY GOVERAMEMNT BECAUSE 1T

LIES TO PoBUC. COUSTANIUC, LET IT LIE TO NUCLEUR POWER
ELECTRIC GEMERATING COS, § CORPORATIOMS, "LEGAL™ OBLIGA,,
WAS PART OF TUE PRICE ~ AUDERSON GIUEAWAY DY COKGRES S
70 wWEPS,. - , . . . :

14 SPENT FUEL ROBS SHOULD BE STORED AT THE SAFEST KUDWA.
SPOT WURICU 15 REACTOR PoOLUY SAF SITE. CLECK TUHE
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